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cost too much. These are veterans who
served our country, who went to war
for us to be in this Chamber, to be able
to have free education, public edu-
cation, to be able to have an incredible
country. People are for veterans or
people are against veterans. It is not a
complicated issue. The bill that failed
told me where some people were. Some
were for veterans and some were
against veterans. We had two wars un-
paid for, trillions of dollars. Now it
comes time to pay the bill for the peo-
ple who have served our country, and
we debate that we can’t do that.

We are going to have a bill in short
order on providing all kinds of tax ex-
tenders for horses in Kentucky to get
special tax breaks, but we are not
going to pay for that. We are not going
to pay for that. But when it comes to
veterans: Oh, we have to pay for that.
Too bad. No. When that bill comes for-
ward, it is time to see who is for vet-
erans and who is against veterans. It is
not complicated. In the tax bill there
are special deductions for horse racing.
We are not going to pay for it. Some-
how, horses are important.

Veterans are important. This is an
issue we take care of. Complaining
about what it will cost—veterans have
paid the ultimate price. They have
served our country. And the people who
are not coming back have served and
paid the ultimate price.

My poor staff sometimes wonders
where I am going with my presen-
tation. I get pretty outraged about
this, because in Alaska veterans are an
important issue. This country is impor-
tant. And for us to debate the few cou-
ple billion or a few hundred million
that we are complaining about—some
people have—we have spent $2 trillion-
plus on wars. It is time for us to pay
the debt to these veterans.

I know we are going to have a hear-
ing this week in the committee. We
will be working on the bill that Sen-
ator SANDERS has put together and I
have participated in, as has every other
member of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee. It is time to do the right thing
for our veterans.

I appreciate the opportunity to be on
the floor. As an Alaskan I recognize
the importance of our veterans. I be-
lieve everyone in this Chamber recog-
nizes the importance of our veterans.
But they will have a chance. They will
have an opportunity to decide if they
are for veterans or if they are against
veterans. If they come down with con-
voluted Washington, DC, doublespeak
about how they can’t do the bill be-
cause of this or that—people are fed up
in this country. I know when I go back
home, they just ask me a very simple
question: Can we get better health care
for our veterans? Can we access the GI
bill to make sure veterans get an op-
portunity to get a better education? Is
there an opportunity for them to take
the skill they learned in the military
and put it to work to get a job? These
are the things we should be fighting
for.
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I have a feeling we will be down here
with some Members quibbling over
some small detail because they really
don’t want to pass the bill. Again, they
are for veterans or they are against
veterans. It is not complicated.

I yield the floor, and I note the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the quorum
call be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, the Senate proceed
to consideration of Calendar No. 796,
the Selig nomination, and the Senate
proceed to vote on confirmation of that
nomination; further, that if confirmed,
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table, with no
intervening action or debate; that no
further motions be in order to the nom-
ination; that any statements related to
the nomination be printed in the
RECORD and that the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Madam President, we ex-
pect this nomination to be confirmed
by voice vote, so we expect four rollcall
votes at 11 a.m.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF MARK G.
MASTROIANNI TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHU-
SETTS

NOMINATION OF BRUCE HOWE
HENDRICKS TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CARO-
LINA

NOMINATION OF TANYA S.
CHUTKAN TO BE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider

June 4, 2014

the following nominations which the
clerk will report.

The bill clerk read the nominations
of Mark G. Mastroianni, of Massachu-
setts, to be United States District
Judge for the District of Massachu-
setts; Bruce Howe Hendricks, of South
Carolina, to be United States District
Judge for the District of South Caro-
lina; and Tanya S. Chutkan, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be United States
District Judge for the District of Co-
lumbia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be now 2
minutes of debate equally divided in
the usual form prior to a vote on con-
firmation of the Mastroianni nomina-
tion.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President,
today, the Senate will vote on the con-
firmation of three nominees to serve on
the U.S. district courts in Massachu-
setts, South Carolina, and the District
of Columbia. The Senate Judiciary
Committee reported two of these nomi-
nees unanimously to the full Senate,
and the third nominee with strong bi-
partisan support.

These nominees are not controversial
and in past years would have been con-
firmed weeks, or even months, ago. In-
stead, Republicans continue to refuse
to give consent for votes on any judi-
cial nominee, irrespective of their
qualifications or the support of home
State Senators. As a result, yesterday
the Senate was forced again to waste
valuable time voting to end the unnec-
essary filibusters of three highly quali-
fied nominees. The Senate has now
voted to end the filibusters of 44 judi-
cial nominees so far during 2014. It is
every Senator’s right to demand con-
tinued debate on any measure or nomi-
nation before this chamber. But I
would say to any Senator who requires
a cloture vote on a qualified, consensus
nominee to at least speak about the
nominee and not to obstruct for ob-
struction’s sake.

I hope that this partisan fever will
break in the near future, and that Re-
publicans will stop reducing the Sen-
ate’s constitutional role of advice and
consent into a tool of obstruction.
These delays should stop.

Mark Mastroianni has been nomi-
nated to fill a judicial vacancy on the
U.S. District Court for the District of
Massachusetts. He has served since 2011
as district attorney in the Hampden
district attorney’s office and pre-
viously worked in private practice.
Following law school, he served as an
assistant district attorney in the
Hampden District Attorney’s Office
from 1990 to 1995. Mr. Mastroianni has
the support of his home State senators,
Senator WARREN and Senator MARKEY.
The Judiciary Committee reported him
favorably to the full Senate by voice
vote on March 6, 2014.

Judge Bruce Hendricks has been
nominated to fill a judicial vacancy on
the U.S. District Court for the District
of South Carolina. She has served since
2002 as a U.S. magistrate judge for the
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